The relationship between international law and domestic law is object of 
Introduction
The study and the analysis of the relationship between the rules of international law and rules of domestic law has a particular importance, because the determination of solutions and dilemmas in regards to this multiple and multidimensional relationship inter alia defines the statues of the state in the arena of the international relation, and impacts directly to the status of the state as equal member of international community. In case of the Republic of Kosovo, the acceptance and the implementation of the International Law in prevalence vis-à-vis Domestic Law, is a necessity and perquisite inter alia for the internationalization of the new born state of Kosovo, which cannot be an equal member of the international community if does not accept and apply the international law, thanks to which the international community itself exist and function. Today, more than ever, a significant of International Law rules implies direct effects to states and individuals without needing any intervention of rules of the Domestic Law. In the groups of such rules belong especially the rules of the International Human Rights Law, which in one hand guarantee rights to individuals and on the other hand, imply obligations to state. In case of Kosovo, its constitution has directly called upon and has integrated in its text some of the most important acts of International Human Rights Law such as: The Universal Declaration of Human Rights; (2) The European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms and its protocols thereto; (3) International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and its protocols thereto; (4) Council of Europe Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities; (5) The Convention on the Elimination of all forms of Racial Discrimination; (6) The Convention on the Elimination of all forms of Discrimination against women; (7) Convention on the Rights of the Child; (8) Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhumane or Degrading Treatment or Punishment. These important sources of the International Human Rights Law, not only are constituent part of the Constitution, but serve also as a criterion and evaluation parameter for the all the rest of norms of the Constitution and other acts enacted pursuant to the Constitution. Furthermore, the particular nature of the state organization of Kosovo and the implemented state model, impacts directly to the relationship between the International Law and Domestic Law transforming it into a sui generis case not only from the perspective of particular legal framework regime, but also from a practical point of view. Moreover, the status of Kosovo as an independent state, but not yet a member of the key international intergovernmental organization such as: UN. CoE, OSCE etc, vis-à-vis unilateral acceptance of the most relevant sources of international law has a particular importance for a more essential study of this relationship. 
The Relationship between

The Relationship between the Norms of International Treaties and the Norms of Domestic Law
Today, the International Law is considered by many scholars as the "common language" of national courts. 6 Indeed, as it was stressed out above, today in our globalized world in the presence of a significant international economic In this case, the Constitution has defined that treaties shall be directly applicable if they are considered to be self-executable. What means that such thing shall be foreseen by the international treaty itself, but has left no space to declare case by case prior to the expression of the consent to be bound by that treaty, that such treaty shall be considered self-executable or not, just like the USA always does. 10 This clearly leads us to the conclusion that in this Article, the Constitution has foreseen the prevalence of treaties vis-à-vis laws of the Republic of Kosovo. However, this Article does not define what will be the status of treaties (or agreements) that are not subject to ratification as a mean to express the consent to be bound by, in accordance to the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties. Contrary from the perspective of the domestic law, this issue is very clear and resolved from the perspective of International Law, because according to it, concretely the Article
the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties foresees that, "A party may not invoke the provisions of its internal law as justification for its failure to perform a treaty. This rule is without prejudice to article 46" which foresees that: "A State may not invoke the fact that its consent to be bound by a treaty has been expressed in violation of a provision of its internal law regarding competence to conclude treaties as invalidating its consent unless that violation was manifest and concerned a rule of its internal law of fundamental importance." This Article further clarifies that: "A violation is manifest if it would be objectively evident to any State conducting itself in the matter in accordance with normal practice and in good
faith". Thus, the obligation to respect international treaties which are not subject to ratification is legal not only from the perspective of International Law, but is also logical and in favor of protection of international legality and respects the generally accepted fundamental principle pacta sun servanta. At the end, as argued by representatives of the Monist Theory, an act of International Law shall prevail upon Domestic Law per virtu, because inter alia such act is not a product of a single legislator, but a product of several legislators acting as one. Consequently, the status of such act shall prevail upon the domestic law. Even more, parties to international treaty are free to choose the mean through which they desire to express their consent to be bound by a treaty. Article 11 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties foresees that: "The consent of a State to be bound by a treaty may be expressed by signature, exchange of instruments constituting a treaty, ratification, acceptance, approval or accession, or by any other means if so agreed". Therefore, this Article not only does not limit the expression of consent to ratification, but in contrary allows any other mean if so agreed beside ratification, acceptance, approval and accession. Thus, concerning the effects and the supremacy of a treaty vis-à-vis Domestic Law, the mean agreed for the expression of the consent doesn't have any importance.
The Relationship between the Norms Adopted by International Organizations in which the Republic of Kosovo May be a Member State and the Norms of the Domestic Law
The Article 17 defines that the Republic of Kosovo concludes international agreements and becomes a member of international organizations. Further, in the paragraph 3 of the Article 2, is foreseen that: "The Republic of Kosovo, in order to maintain peace and to protect national interests, may participate in systems of international security. While in the Article 20 is foreseen that: "The Republic of Kosovo may on the basis of ratified international agreements delegate state powers for specific matters to international organizations. If a membership agreement ratified by the Republic of Kosovo for its participation in an international organization explicitly contemplates the direct applicability of the norms of that organization, then the law ratifying the international agreement must be adopted by two thirds (2/3) vote of all deputies of the Assembly, and those norms have superiority over the laws of the Republic of Kosovo." Therefore, it is clear that norms adopted by international organization where the Republic of Kosovo will be a member, shall be legally binding and self-executable, subject to requirement that the law which will ratify the membership treaty shall be adopted with the votes of the 2/3 of the People's Assembly members. If such requirement is fulfilled, than such norms shall prevail upon domestic laws. Certainly, this proves that Kosovo has applied a very contemporary approach in regards to sovereignty and its transfer to international organization. However, from the point of view of this articles, we may still raise the question up to what extend can be transferred the sovereignty? To answer to this question we may refer to the case law of the German Constitutional Court concerning the case on Maastricht Treaty, to the case law of the French Constitutional Council, as well as to the case law the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Albania while examining the constitutionality of the Statute of the International Criminal Court. These courts have stated that "…the transfer of sovereignty powers shall be limited up to that extend where the constitutional identity of the state will be in question""11 (Judgment of 18 October 1993 of the German Federal Constitutional Court on Maastricht Treaty), or"…the transfer of sovereignty powers shall be limited up to that extend where such transfer will undermine the fundamental exercise of national sovereignty " 12. (Decision of the French Constitutional Council of 1985). To conclude, according to these case laws, the transfer of sovereign powers to international organization shall not question the constitutional identity of the Republic of Kosovo and shall not be to such extend as to undermine the fundamental exercise of the national sovereignty.
The Relationship between the Norms of International Law and the Constitution of the Republic of Kosovo Itself
First we should emphasize that the incompatibility of a ratified treaty with the Constitution would be something very unusual for constitutions which do foresee a pre-examination of the constitutionality of an international treaty by the respective constitutional court prior to its ratification by the legislator. In case of Kosovo none of its articles, including the Article 113 of the Constitutions and neither the Law No.03/L-121 on the Constitutional Court of Kosovo, do not provide jurisdiction for the Constitutional Court of Kosovo to examine the constitutionality of an international treaty, prior to its ratification. Even more, neither the Article 31 of the Law on the Constitutional Court and nor the Article 113 of the Constitution do not provide jurisdiction for the Constitutional Court of Kosovo to examine the constitutionality of any treaty neither prior and nor post ratification. The sole reference that might be used just to initiate a post ratification examination of the constitutionality, is the general jurisdiction defined in the Article 113/2/1 which provides to the Constitutional Court the power to examine the constitutionality of laws. In such case, the object of constitutionality examination shall be not the treaty itself, but the law by which this treaty is ratified; regardless of this fact, the grounds for such examination would be the treaty and not the law of ratification. The lack of jurisdiction for a pre-ratification examination is a very serious problem in the Constitution of the Republic of Kosovo and certainly under these circumstances, the possibility to ratify treaties which wouldn't be compatible with the Constitution is much higher than in other countries such as the Republic of Albania, where the Constitutional Court has jurisdiction to examine the constitutional of a treaty, prior to its ratification. For this reason, under these circumstances, there is an enormous probability that in the future, Kosovo courts shall face the issue of non-compatibility of a treaty with the Constitution. Certainly, the solution for this issue would be the use of two parameters already used by the German Constitutional Court and the French Constitutional Council concerning the extension of sovereign powers transfer. Another way for the examination of the constitutionality of international treaties would be the use as a examination and acceptance parameters of the main 8 (eight) international treaties directly integrated in the Constitution by its Article 22, just as the On the other hand, the opposite approach would defend the idea that the general principle embodied in the Article 16 of the Constitution is not undermined by the articles 22 and 53, because these legal acts do not prevail over the Constitution, as long as they are considered part of it. However, the second approach cannot overturn the first approach as long as the ECHR and all other international treaties listed in the Article 22 are exclusive acts of International Law and do not derive from the unilateral will of the Kosovo People, product of which is the Constitution. This reasoning is also compatible with the Article 27 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties as well as with the general principle of the International Law, especially with the generally accepted norms of International Law. Article 27 of this convention defines that: "A party may not invoke the provisions of its internal law as justification for its failure to perform a treaty". Indeed, the prior-mentioned parameter is valid and can be used also as a mean to resolve the issue of relationship between the norms of International Law and the Constitution of the Republic of Kosovo itself. In follow of the prior used logic, from the perspective of the articles 26, 27 and 31 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, norms of the International Law shall prevail also over the Constitution itself as long as they do not threat the constitutional identity of the country and do not undermine the fundamental exercise of national sovereignty. Although such conclusion would not be easy acceptable by states in general and by the Albanian Doctrine, except for the eight international treaties listed in the Article 22 that are accepted and considered as constituent part of the Constitution, but at the same time they serve also as parameter for the examination of constitutionality of other norms of Domestic Law, including other norms of Constitution itself. This privileged status of legal acts listed in the Article 22, in fact transforms them into the Supreme Law in the Republic of Kosovo, which consequently defines the extend and the limits of application of other norms of International Law. The acceptance of the International Law supremacy over the Constitution itself is also accepted by the article 91-94 of the Dutch Constitution and is de facto and de jure accepted also by the current opinio juris.
Conclusions
Referring to the above-mentioned discussion and analysis, we may conclude that the Constitution of the Republic of Kosovo has indirectly accepted the supremacy of International Law vs. Domestic Law, including the Constitution itself. In addition, the latter in the Article 22 has integrated into itself eight of the most important treaties of the International Human Rights Law inter alia by not only considering them as its constituent part, but also as validity evaluation parameters for other norms of the Constitution as well as other norms of Domestic Law. Moreover, these treaties serve also as parameters to define the extension and limits of other International Law norms' acceptance. On the other hand, the Constitution does not contain a proper legal regulation concerning its compatibility with the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties in relation to the validity and the status of international treaties which according to this Convention are not subject to ratification, but the consent to be bounded by, is express through other means. However, general definitions made in the Constitution in regards to International Law, make legally binding also other norms of International Law that do not derive from international treaties, but derive from International Customary Law as well as general principles of International Law and ensure their supremacy over the domestic law, both from a de facto and de jure perspective. Moreover, we should emphasize the fact that the lack of jurisdiction of the Kosovo Constitutional Court to examine the constitutionality of international treaties prior to their ratification as well as the lack of a clear jurisdiction to make such examination in post ratification period, not only increases the changes to ratify treaties that are not compatible with the Constitution, but make very difficult the job of courts in general and more specifically of the Constitutional Court to come up with solutions for such cases. Therefore, in absence of clear and complete definitions on the means to express the consent to be bound by a treaty in compliance with the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, and in absence of Constitutional Court jurisdiction to examine the constitutionality of international treaties prior and in post ratification period, based on the paragraph 10 of the Article 113 of the Constitution, would be strongly recommended the adoption of a specific constitutional law that would define precise and specific rules concerning the signature, accession, approval etc of international treaties as well as would complete the lacking jurisdiction of the Constitutional Court. Finally we may also conclude that the clauses of the Kosovo Constitution concerning the membership in the international organization as well as the transfer of sovereign powers to international organizations including international bodies on common security, are complete and provide a very contemporary legal regime, which allows the state of Kosovo to be a full and active member of the international community without the need of introducing any constitutional amendment.
